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REMARKS, &. 


RtvazenD SIR, 


W HEN you obliged me with a Copy of 
your printed Sermon upon Infant Baptiſm, 


you defired me to make ſome Obſervations upon 
it, which I promiſed you I would, as I had Op- 
portunity ; accordingly I have here collected a few 
of them, and offer them to your ſerious and candid 
Conſideration, and to that of the Public: Though, 
as to the latter, ſorely againſt my Inclination, from 
the great Averſion I have to religious Controverſy, 
where the Eſſentials of Religion are not concerned; 
and more eſpecially on a Subject ſo hackneyed and 
worn to the very Bone as this has long been; 
but it appeared to me neceſſary, for my own and 
my People's Vindication, and for the Support of 
the Truth, that I ſhould make my Obſeryations as 
public as your Sermon. However, I truſt, you will 
find, that I have treated you with the Reſpe& due 
to your Character as a Chriſtian Miniſter, and with 
all the Tenderneſs and Faithfulneſs that true Chriſ- 
tian Friendſhip dictates. This, I aſſure you, is what 
I have fincerely aimed at. 

I propoſe to remark firſt on the Spirit and Temper 
of your Sermon, and then on your Argument. 

I begin with your Title and Advertiſement. Your 
Title — “ Infant 97 04 a Reaſonable and Scrip- 
rural Service:“ — This is boldly ſaid however, 
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and for that Reaſon only may paſs for Truth. Some 


People, when they hear a Man, - eſpecially one 
whom they eſteem as a good Man, aflert a Thing 
with an Air of decifive Confidence, look upon it 
as proved beyond all Doubt; at leaſt it diſpoſes 
the Mind to be ſatisfied with the mere Shadow 
of Argument; though this will not be the Caſe- 
with all your Readers, myſelf for one. For, how 
can I believe that to be a ſcriptural Service, about 
which the Scripture ſays not one Word? But more 
of this hereafter, 

In your Advertiſement, you tell us, Infant Baptiſm 
« is a Truth ill underſtood by ſome, and unreaſon- 
« ably oppoſed and rejected by others.” I am 
ſomewhat at a Lofs for your Meaning here, my 

od Friend; is it that ſome of your own People 
do not underſtand, that Infant Baptiſm is a reaſon- 
able and ſeriptural Service? And that, therefore, 
you thought it your Duty to inftru& them better? 
Who can blame you? Or do you mean that we, 
Anti pœdobaptiſts, do not underſtand it? In this you 
are right. However, for my Part I readily acknow- 
ledge that after the moſt diligent Enquiry into this 


Subject for many Years; and after reading and 


confidering what even you have ſaid, who ſeem to 
be fo exceedingly clear and poſitive in it, I con- 
not underſtand it as a ſcriptural Service, conſe- 
quently not a reaſonable one. And, therefore, I 
alſo acknowledge that I oppoſe and reje# it, when- 
ever it comes in my Way, though I never imper- 
tinently ſeek after any Occaſion for doing ſo. And 
where is the Unreaſonableneſs of this Conduct, pro- 
vided I do it decently, and with Candour ? Is it 


unreaſonable for a Chriſtian to oppoſe and rejef what 


is propoſed to him under the Idea of a facred Ordi- 
| | nance 
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nance of Iæsus Carisr, when he cannot, were it 
for his Life, find that JIxsuvs CHRIST has ſaid _ 
Thing about it in his Book? 

You profeſs a Wiſh to cultivate a due Eſteem and Af- 
fection towards $0ME of us. And tell us, that you are 
happy in. the mutual Harmony that has ſubfifled bettween 
your worthy Brethren in the Miniſtry at ABINGDON, 
and yourſelf, and that you hope it will ever continue. 

This mutual Harmony is a Matter on which I 
have always ſet my Heart, and moſt earneftly wiſh 
to cultivate amongſt all Chriſtians, and eſpecially 
at Abingdon; and, I thank Gop, I have had the 
pleaſing Satisfaction of living in the moſt friendly 
Unity and Peace, for more than thirty Years, with 
your Predeceſſors in the Miniſtry of that Congrega- 
tion over which you prefide, and likewiſe with the- 
Members of that Congregation. themſelves ; who, 
Jam confident, will -readily teſtify, that I have 
always endeavoured, with the moſt difinterefled Zeal, : 
to promote their Peace and Proſperity ; while I as 
readily acknowledge, with Heart-felt Gratitude and: 
Delight, their affectionate Regards to me in Re- 
turn: And I ardently wiſh for the Continuance of 
this truly Chriſtian Temper; but I am afraid the 
Publication of this Sermon of yours will have a 
contrary Effect. God grant my Fears may prove 
to be groundleſs ! 

I readily acknowledge that you have a Right to 
publiſh your own Sentiments upon any religious” 
Subject, and conſequently upon this: But all 
Things that are lawful, are not always expedient. 
You might have preached upon this Subject to your 
People, as often as you pleaſed, as we do our 
Sentiments about it, to ours, upon the Adminiſtra- 
tion of the Ordinance ; and all very well. But 
| i now 
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now. you ſtep forth in hoſtile Array, Proctainy 
open War againſt us, and ſet us at Defiance, it is 
quite another Thing ; and our-Neighbours will be 


ready to think, that you mean to triumph in our 


Silence as a Token of Victory, or provoke us to a 
Conteſt dangerous to the delightful Harmony that 
has ſo long ſubſiſted here; I hope not, indeed; between 
you and me; but, however, between ſore of our 
People, who have hitherto, on both Sides, main- 
tained it very much to their mutual Hohvur and 
Satisfaction. For it is natural to ſuppoſe; that 
ſome of your People will boaſt of the mighty 
Strength and Clearneſs of your Arguments; ſome 
of mine will be ready to tell them, they are ex- 
ceedingly weak, obſcure, unconvineing. This 
will make your People angry, and provoke them 
to call hard Names, and load us with Reproaches : 
Some of the more zealous” and irritable amongſt 
mine will; I fear, be too ready to return the Com- 
nent: And fo on, till both Parties are fixed in 
an irreconcileable Averfion and Hatred to each 
other, to the Shame of their Chriſtian Profeſſion. 
Should this be the Caſe, it would grieve me ex- 
ceedingly. It would alrays have done ſo, but 
much more not in my old Age, to which the Balm 
of Peace is ſo peculiarly ſoothing and e. 5 


And if theſe Remarks of mine, though a gentle 
as Faithfulneſs would permit, "ſhould; inſtead of 
convincing (as is not likely) provoke you to reply, 
ſome of my Brethren (for it is too late in Life for 
me to think of carrying on ſuch a Controverſy as 
this) would very probably reply again; this would 
produce from you a Rejoinder, and fo on, till, weary 
# „ you both * down more 9 

than 


1 
than ever in the Rectitude of your reſpective Opi- 
nions, but not one Jot the better Chriſtians; nor 
more under the governing Power of that CxARIT x, 
without which all the moſt zealous Sticklings for 
Party Notions are nothing, Nr leſs than nothing, 
and Vanity. 

The only good Effect that I can think your 
Sermon likely to produce is that ſome of the leſs 
prejudiced, and more judicious and thoughtful 
amongſt your People, who fincerely wiſh to know 
the plain fimple Truth, will be led to examine 
the Subject in Difpute more attentively, and re- 
ſolving to be guided entirely by the clear, expreſs, 
uninvolved Language of Scripture, inſtead of uncertain 
and fallible Conſequerices, will be induced to embrace 
our Opinion, and thus add to the Number of thoſe 
who oppoſe and reje# Infant Baptiſm, as not being 
found to be a ſeriptural Service. I have known 
this to have been the Effect in the like Caſe, 
many a Time. | 
I am ſorry to obſerve, as I go into your 
Sermon, that there is not ſo much Fairneſs and 
Candour in it as I expected from you. Von have 
not, indeed, broke out into thoſe very foul and 
violent deten, with which we are too often 
abuſed, by ſome Pœdobaptiſts; but, through the 
Greatneſs of your youthful Zeal, you have been led 
into ſome harſh Expreffions, and Modes of repre- 
ſenting us, which I will note before I come more 
particularly to your Text and Argument. 

You tell us, Page 4th, © The Slight and Con- 
«« tempt which many pour on ſuch a Service (i. e. 
Infant Baptiſm) appears to be too much like 
„being wiſer than God.” When the Reader con- 
ders that your Sermon was preached at Abingdon, 
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will he not think, that either my Friends here, or 
myſelf, had treated your Idea of Chriſtian Baptiſm, 
with the moſt abundant Contempt—even poured it 
; out upon it? I am ſure, however, that I know 
| of no ſuch Thing. I would not treat with the 
| Shadow of Contempt any Opinion, however erro- 
| neous it might be, that any ſerious Chriſtian em- 
14 braces for Truth, from a Principle of Conſcience. 
1 And then, to repreſent us as affecting to appear wiſer 
than God! Does it, my Dear Sir, look like appear- 
| ing wiſer than God, conſcientiouſly, and in Spite of 
all the Reproaches and hard Names we receive 
| from the World, to follow the plain Dictates of 
l his blefſed Word, and not dare to venture any 
0 farther in the ſolemn Buſineſs of inflituted Worſhip, 
than that Word expreſiiy and indubitably Warrants? 
Did we go farther, and ſubſtitute Scripture Conſe- 
quences drawn from it by our own fallible Reaſonings, 
in the room of Scripture Precept and Example, you 
might. eaſt ſuch a Reflection upon us and welcome, 
if it would be any Satisfaction to you; though I 
will not caſt it upon you, becauſe I believe you 
| think and judge upon the ſame Principle as I do; 
that is to ſay, a conſcientious Regard to what you 
apprehend to be Truth. Y ou add, I cannot but 
« conſider it (i. e. rejecting Infant Baptiſm) as an 
„ unwarrantable Attempt to contract the Plan of 
c Divine Grace and Mercy,” You mean, I ſup- 
poſe, contract our Ideas of that Plan, But here you 
- miſtake the Matter exceedingly ; for our Doctrine 
moſt certainly enlarges our Views of the Plan of 
Divine Grace and Mercy, far beyond yours. Even 
thoſe of the Calviniſtical Perſuafion amongſt us, 
include all ele Infants in the Covenant of Grace, 
|| whether berg of believing or Heathen Parents : 
* 
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And dthers of us conſider all Mankind, with their 
Infant Offspring, ſo far under the New Covenant, 
as that none periſh everlaſtingly but for their or 
actual perſonal Sin: whereas, yon confine your Idea of 
Covenant Intereſt to the Seed of Believers ONLY. 
This Charge againſt us therefore is by no Means 
juſt: You farther add, „That our Opinion has 
« this evil Tendency, to keep back Chriſtian Pa- 
rents from a Duty they owe their Offspring, and to 
prevent their taking the Encouragement of God's | 
« gracious Promiſe made to them and their Seed.” 
This would be lamentable indeed were it really the 
Caſe, but haypily, for us it is not. Where there is 
no Law there is no 7. ranſpre ſion. Now, certain it is, 
2ve can find no Law in this Caſe, not one Word in 
the Bible, which is our Rule, enjoyning it as a 
Duty to baptize, or even ſprinkle, our Infant Off- 
ſpring; how then do we keep back Chriſtian Parents 
from a Duty ibey owe their Offspring? This is beyond 
my ſhallow: Comprehenſion. Nor can I ſee that 
our Principles tend to prevent Chriftian Parents frum 
zaking all tbe Encouragement; that the Promiſes of 
the Goſpel are deſigned to give them. We find no 
Promiſes armexed to the Baptiſm of our 'Infants, in 
particular. All the reſt we take for our Encourage- 
ment in the Diſcharge of our Duty to them, juſt 
as you do, in Proportion to the Strength of our 
Faith, (viz.) we ſolemnly commit them to Gop, 
we implore his Acceptance and Mercy in CHRIST; 
and as they grow up, we pray with them, as well 
as for them, and endeavour to bring them acquaint- 
ed with the Chriſtian Doctrine, and Way of Salva- 
tion, with as much Care and Diligence, as if they 
had been baptized ; encourage them to repent, 
_ believe the Goſpel, and devote themſelves to 
. 
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Cm isr, as his Diſciples; aſſuring them, this Way, 
of eternal Life, according to the Divine Promiſe. 
And what more can you do? Or is there any Pro- 
miſe made to the Pœdobaptiſts, and their Offspring, 
that is not made to us and ours alſo? I cannot find 
any. Lou there alſo repreſent our Opinion, as 
leading Perſons to renounce their Obligations to Holineſs, 
reſulting from their having been baptized into Carisr, 
in their Infancy. I reply,” not at all: For, when any 
ſprinkled: in their Infancy, arrive at Years of Diſ- 
cretion, and feel any Obligations to Holineſs ariſing 
from ſucb Baptiſm, we leave them to their own 
Judgment and Conduct: But, if they happen to 
be convinced that ſuch Baptiſm is not the Baptiſm 
which Cnglsr has inſtituted; in his Church, and 
conſequently feel no Obligations to Holineſs from 
thence, as being ſomething done without their 
Knowledge and Conſent ;—And, at the ſame Time 
alſo, ſee it their Duty to devote themſelves to Chriſt 
by 1 ſolemn Ordinance, as their own' AF and 
thereby give real Weight to their Obli- 
gations to Holineſs, ſurely they ought to do ſo; 
and we may very properly encourage them in it, 
fo far as they come in our Way. We can conceive 
of no religious Obligation that a rational Creature 
can be {aid to be properly under, till he is capable 
of knowing what ſuch Obligation is; and, there- 


fore, in the Caſe before us, if I really believe, that 


what my pious and well- meaning Parents did for 
me in my Infancy, under the Idea of an Inftitution 
of Cnnisr is NOT an Inflitution of Chriſt, but a mere 
human; Invention, or at beſt a religious Error, 
ought I not, if I mean to be religious in Earneſt, 
and obey my Saviour, to make my Devotion to 
ws my cο9f ͥ Act aud * in the very Way I 

and believe 
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believe in my Conſcietice he has pointed out to me 
in his Word? Certainly I ought. And all this 
may be done, and uſually is done, without any formal 
Renunciĩation of the former ſuppoſed Baptiſm. 'You 
farther add ** from the ſame Miſtake they have 
« ſubmitted to be rebaprized, though we are af- 
« ſured there is hut one Baptiſm, and that this is an 
« Ordinance never to be + amp on che — 
« who has once received it. 

We agree with you, my Dear Sir, that there is 
but one Baptiſn, and that that one Baptiſm, ought 
not to be repeated on the ſame Subject; nor did 1 
ever know an Inſtance of it. We abhor the Idea. 
Arid, therefore, hete alſo you have miſrepreſented us, 
through a Miſtake of your b . Which leads me to 
take Notice of what you ſay to the ſame Purpoſe 
(Page 16) where, in a Note upon theſe Words as 
« they, who call themſelves Baptiſts, ſay, =You 
add at the Bottem of the E. ry I cannot approve 
« of the Term Baptifts, aſſumed by thoſe who re- 
e ject Infant Baptiſm, as" meant to infintiate that 
« they only have Chriſtian Baptiſm. In confiftency 
« with my Prineiples, I muſt' confider the Word 
* Anabaptifts, of Rebaptizers, to be theit juſt Title 
* and Deſctiptibn, which, therefore, I take the 
« Liberty of Uſing, without meaning to convey 
c any uxjaft Reſtection on our n who _— 
* from us.“ 

Here, my good Friend, Su Zeal for your Cauſe 
has exceedingly out run your Candour, and you 
ſeem indeed to be angry. Some People would be 
apt to think, that feeling your Want of ſufficient 
Argument, you meant to avail yourſelf of the piti- 
ful Aid of toading us with reproachful Epithers, 
1 of ſerting us in a contemptible and diſguftfut 


Light ; 
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Light; a very common Practice with our Oppo- 
nents. But you ſhould know, Sir, that we call our- 
ſelves Baptiſts for the very ſame Reaſon that John, 

the Forerunner of Chriſt, is called the Baptiſt ; that 
is, becauſe we do, as he did, adminſter that Ordi- 
nance. by Immerſion, not Sprinkling For how would 
you tranſlate the Word Immerfion-into Greek? Cer- 

tainly by the Word gar lens Baptiſm; and not by 
terriouos Rhantiſm or Sprinkling. ., Nor, would you 
call John the Baptiſti, John the Rhantift or Sprinkler. 
But why not, if you really think he adminiſtered 
the Ordinance. by Aſpenſion or Sprinkling ? It looks 
inyidious to ſtigmatize a Body of Conſcientious 
Chriſtians, with. ignqminious Names, grounded 
upon Principles which they deny, which are the 
Matter in Diſpute, and are yet to be proved. Vou 
tell us, indeed, that you take this Liberty, ꝛvithout 


meaning to convey any unjuſt Reflection upon us. But 


what then, my; good, Friend, could you mean ? 
Some of your Readers will be ready to think you 
meant. to Prejudice their Minds againſt us, as a 


bad Sort of People at beſt; others will conſider you 


as holding us up to the Eye of the Public as dan- 
gerqus Heretics, Profaners of Sacred; Ordinances, 
a Kind of Monſters in Religion. For theſe are the 
Ideas that are uſually excited in the Minds of the 
Upthinking, Many, by what you call our juft Title 
and Deſcription. But, however conſiſtent this may 
be with our Principles, I am ſure it is very incon- 
ſiſtent 9 that Brotherly Kindneſs and Charity, you 
profeſs. to have for us. And, therefore, from the 
good Opinion I ſill entertain of you, I am willing 
to believe, that you did not mean to ſet us in a Light 
ſo. extremely oſſenſive; but this is the natural Ten- 
deney of what you have ſaid, and this, no doubt, 

X i will 


20 


8 
will be the Effect on the Minds of too many; and 
therefore I hope you will, for your own Sake, wiſh 
it unſaid. Dy 2 
Might I not, upon the ſame Ground, and with 
equal Juſtice, cavil with your Party for calling 
themſelves Pedobaptifts, and add by Way of Note; 
I cannot approve of the Term Pædobaptiſts, aſſumed by. 
thoſe wwho only SpRIXK LER Infants, as meant to infinuate, 
that theirs is true Chriſtian Baptiſm, tho” no BaeTisM 
AT ALL; and then, marking them with ignomini- 
ous Epithets, to render them contemptible (which 
might be eafily done) ſay, it is their juft Title and 
Deſcription ? No, Sir, I ſhould be aſhamed of ta- 
king ſuch a Liberty, however, conſiſtently with y 
Principles it might be done; not only becauſe it 
would be begging the Queſtion, but alfo becauſe 
it would diſcover a mean, illiberal, bigotted Spirit, 
quite inconſiſtent with the Chriſtian Character, and 
that Forbearance and Charity, which is it's chief 
Glory ; and in ſhort would be telling the World, 
that I ſet up for Infallibility. I was in Hopes, that 
this Note, on which I have been animadverting, 
might have flipt from you unawares, juſt at the 
Moment your Mind took Fire at the Idea of our 
ſtyling ourſelves Baptiſts ; and yet I find you again 
at the ſame Buſineſs of invidious Party Diſtinctions, 
(p- 25) Anabaptifts in Italics, that the Reader might 
be ſure to Notice it; and again (p. 31) where you 
talk of renouncing Infant Baptiſm in order to be ana- 
baptized: and the more effectually to terrify your 
Readers, and inflame their Zeal againſt ſuch Ana- 
baptiſts, you repreſent them as guilty of the ſhocking 
Sin, of breaking the Seal of God's Covenant ! But what 
has been ſaid above is a ſufficient Reply to theſe 
ſevere Reflections. I ſhall therefore only add, that 
. I am 
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I am utterly at a Loſs to underſtand how the con- 
ſcientiouſly correcting any apprehended Miſtake, 
about a ſuppoſed Covenant with Gop, in which they 
had no actual Perſonal Part; and ſolemnly entering 
into a real Covenant with him in their own Perſons, 
.and as their own Act and Deed, I ſay, I am at a 
Loſs to underſtand how this can be deemed a Viola- 
tion of any Covenant Engagement with Gop ; nor 
can I think, that the Heart: ſearching, and n 
Gracious Being will judge it ſo. 

Having thus far noted the Spirit and Temper of your 
Sermon, I come now, Sir, to make ſome Obſervati- 
ons on yaur Argument, which appears to me no Way 
convincing or ſatis factory; and every Part of which 
has, in my Apprehenſion, been confured again and 
again. This ſhews how impoſfible it is, in the 
preſent State of Imperfection, for the fincereſt 
Chriſtians to ſee Things in the ſame Light ; and 
how neeeffary it is, that they ſhould never loſe 
Sight of their own Fallibility, and to forbear one ano- 
iber in Love. And indeed, upon this worn-out 
Subject, it is ſcarcely worth while to trouble the 
Public with our Arguments pro and con. It is tired 
of us, However if there ſhould, at any Time, 
appear a Neceſſity for arguing upon it, we ſhould 
keep purely to the Argument, and forbear all In- 
vectives; Chriſtians,” (ſays a worthy Divine of 
the eſtabliſhed Church) „ ſhould be invited, by 
« every.conciliating Meaſure, to join in one Pro- 
4 feſſion; all invidious Diſtinctious, all unneceflary 
«+ Impediments ſhould be removed; ſmaller Dif- 
e ferences ſhould be dropt by all Parties, provi- 
«. ded that in greater things they can be made to 
« agree; what an Excellent Spirit breathes here! 


The Rev. I. Sturges's Conſiderations on the Preſent State of 
the Church Eſtabliſhment, p. 27. 
| | Would 
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Would to Gop it was every where poſſeſſed in the 
Fulneſs of it's Power ! 

But to the Matter propoſed : — |! begin with 
your Text, Act ii. 39. For the Promiſe is unto yon 
and your Children, and to all that are afar off ; even to 
as many as the Lord our Gop ſhall call, I ſhould 
think it ſcarcely poſſible. for any unprejudiced Mind 
to find Infant Baptiſm in this Text. That learned 
and judicious Commentator, Dr. Whitby, Dean of 
Sarum, ſays expreſsly, ©* Theſe Words will not 
« prove a Right of Infants to receive Baptiſm.” 
Vet the Doctor was a Pcedobaptiſt. — Dr. Dod- + 
dridge, another learned and excellent Pœdobaptiſſ 
Commentator, gives them a very different Senſe, 
in his Paraphraſe in his Family Expoſitor; and, in 
in a Note, only ſays, If the Promiſe could be 
« taken in a greater Latitude, it would, he thinks, 
4 favour Infant Baptiſm.” You take for granted 
125 what ought to have been proved, and what 

rs to me impoſſible to be proved: That is, 

rl, that the Word Childten muſt neceſſarily mean 
Infants ; which there is nothing either in the Text 
or Context to lead us to conclude it does. It very 
often means Offspring in general, and ſuch as are 
arrived at Years of Diſcretion, as John viii. 39. 
Where our Lord ſays to the Jews, If ye were Abra- 
ham's Children. And Acts xiii. 33. where the 
Apoſtle ſays, „that the Promiſe made unto their 
* Fathers, was fulfilled unto us their Children. 
That is, the Apoſtle, and thoſe who heard him. 
In (p. 8.) you call this a Perverſion of the Text; 
and (p. 9.) labour to prove it ſo; but all you ſay 
there agrees as well with zy Senſe as yours; for 
you have not there proved the — to whom 
the 


("us 3. 

the Promiſe was made, were Infants. It only 
proves, what I allow, that the Gentile Chriſtians 
had the ſame Right to the Goſpel Promiſes as the 
Jews had. But it does not neceſſarily follow that 
becauſe the Infants of the former were circumciſed, 
by the expreſs Command of Gop, thofe of the 
latter muſt be baptized without any ſuch Command. 
Nor does it follow as you argue (p. 10.) that be- 
| cauſe the Infants of Abraham's natural Seed were 
| .- circumciſed, therefore the Infants of his ſpiritual 
[ Seed are to be baptized. This is mere Preſump- 
| 


| tion. Then, Secondly, you take it for granted, 
1 without any Shadow of Proof, that I can find, 
that the Word Promiſe in the Text means the Co- 
| venant of Circumcifion made with Abraham, whereas 
here is nothing ſaid in the Text or Context about 
| Abraham, or his Covenant. But the Promiſe here 
| evidently refers to what the Apoſtle had quoted 
from the Prophet Joel, relative to the abundant 
Grace, and extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Spirit, 
. which ſhould diſtinguiſh the Days of the Meſſiab, 
q the Firſt-Fruits of which they then ſaw and heard. 
Upon this Ground the Apoſtle calls them to re- 
pent, and give themſelves up to Jesvs CHRIS, by 
4 Baptiſm ; aſſuring them, that this Way, they 


. ſhould alſo receive the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt. And 
i} then adds: For the Promiſe is to you, and your 
\ Children, and to all that are afar off, even as many as 


i rhe Lord our Gop ſhall call. That is, effectually 
; call to ſuch Repentance, and Subjection to CnRISsT, 
even amongſt the Gentiles, as well as you of the 
Children of Ifrael. Now it is evident from this 
View of the Text, which is plain and natural, that 
il the Promiſe here, whatever may be particularly meant 
1 by it, had no more Reference to Abraham's Cove- 
| nant, 
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nant, than to the Covenant with David,” who is 
mentioned in the Context, or, indeed, to that with 
Noah, or any other of the patriarchal Believers. 
And it 1s alfo evident that the Word Children refers 
to ſuch adult Perſons, as were capable of attending 
to, and obeying the divine Call, of repenting and 
devoting "themſelves to ChRisr, as his Diſciples. . 
And, conſequently, -here is nothing in any Part, 
or the Whole of the Text, or Context, to prove 
Infant Baptiſm a Scriptural Service. 

You, indeed, roundly aſſert (p- 6.) that when 
the Apoſtle ſays, The Promiſe is to you and your 
Children“ It is as much as if he had ſaid, in 
cc this Way, (viz. of Repentance and Baptiſm) 
« you may hope for the Divine Bleſſing on your- 
ec ſelves and your Offspring, for the Promiſe of 
« God's Covenant, of which Baptiſm is the Seal, 
< as Circumciſion was formerly, belongs to you 
c and your Children.” But is there any Thing 1 in 
the Text or Context, that warrants your putting 
ſuch 'Expreffions - into the Apoſtle's Mouth? Is 
there a Word about Baptiſm's being a Seal of any 
Covenant, or of ' Circumtifion being ſo formerly? 
Or of any Connection between them? If we may 
take ſuch; Liberties as theſe with the Scripture, we 
may prove Tranſubſtantiation, Purgatory, the Worſhip 
of Saints, and all the Romiſh Trumpery, to be 
Scriptural Service, In ſhort, Sir, the Work you 
are engaged in appears to me a very difficult Buſi- 
neſs. For, obſerve, you engage to prove a poſitive 
Inflitution of CarisrT twhich, in the very Nature of 
the Thing, requires a pefitive Command, or clear expreſs 
Declaration and Appointment from him ; I ſay, you 
engage to prove this by Scriptural Conſequences. 


Don't this carry Abſurdity in the very Face of it ? 
B To 
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To me it does. And then the Medium which you 
take for this Purpoſe, The Covenant with Abraham, 
is the worſt and moſt untoward of all, in my Opi- 
nion. For here I can ſee nothing but a confuſed 
Huddle of heterogeneous Ideas, ſome Fewiſh, ſome 
Chriſtian, from which no rational Conclufion, or 
Juſt Scriptural Conſequence. can be drawn. This. 
may be. owing to the Imperfection of my mental 
Sight, indeed; but ſo it appears to me. 

I readily allow that the Infants: of Believing 
Parents are intereſted in the Covenant of Grace, 
ſo. far as to enjoy the external Privileges of it, or 
Means of Grace, and that theſe Privileges are 
great and valuable. Ze cannot confiſtently, go any 
farther, though you ſometimes attempt it, when 
your Argument ſeems to require it. But the Point 
you are to prove is, that this, Intereft gives ſuch 
Jafants, a clear indubitable Right to; britta 
Baptiſm. And to this End (and upon the Ground 
you take) you muſt prove theſe two Phings, Which 
you only aſſert, (ſee p. 19.) viz. Firſt; That the 
Covenant of Cireumcifion, made with Abraham (and 
enlarged under Moſes is the very fame» Covenant of 
Grace which all Believing Chriſtians are now under. 

___ Secondly, That Baptiſm ſtands now in the Place 
of Circumcifion, as the Seal. of this Codenant, and 
therefore to be applied to Chfiſtian Infants. But 
here, my good Friend, I think you miſetably fail; 
vou talk, indeed, a great deal about it, and about 
it, from p. 10th to p. 18th: eſpecially, and there 
raiſe ſuch a Duſt as will, no doubt, blind the Eyes 
of ſome- of your incautious Readers, while with 
your powerful Declamation, and bold poſitive 
Aſſertions, you drive them into your Concluſion, 
| 1 | before 
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before they are aware, or know any Thing at all how 

they got there. | 
But let us examine the Matter a little. 

Firſt, You are to prove that the Fewiſh Covenant 
of Circumciſion made with Abraham, is the very ſame 
Covenant of Grace,, which, Chriſtian Believers are 
now under. I ſay the Covenant of Circumcifion. with 
Abraham, particularly ; becauſe, as. to the Covenant 
of Grace itſelf, ſimply confidered, or as. exhibited 
to Adam after the Fall, or to Noah, Job, or any 
other of the believing Patriarchs, you ſay nothing. 
And no Wonder; for here we read nothing about 
Inſaul Intergſt, or of any Seal to be applied to them 
which are ſo very neceſſary, to your Purpoſe *. But 
to this Covenant you ſtick cloſe, as yaur, main Support, 

and yet, upon a- candid deliberate View of the 
Hiſtory, Lam perſuaded. it muſt appear, to every 
unprejudiced Mind, That this Covenaut with, Abra- 
ham, whatever gracious Fromiſes may be oecaſion- 
ally mentioned, or typically held forth in it, 1s xor 
properly the Covenant of Grace, made with all Be- 
lievers, and which believing. Chriſtians are now 
under; no, but a Kind of * to it, or a par- 
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2 We you -fix upon this Covenant with 
Abraham, becauſe the Apoſtle Paul ſays ſo much about Abraham 
and his Seed, and of Chriſtians and their Seed, as the Children of 
Abraham ; and of the Bleffing of Abraham coming upon them, &c. 
But remember, the Apoſtle, in thoſe Places, is not arguing about 
Baptiſm, or the Right of Infant to it, or their Intereſt in the Co- 
venant; but about aur Juftification ; ſhewing that it is not by the 
Law, to which Circumciſion. was the Sign of Sabjection, but 2 
Faith; becauſe, even Abralam himſelf was juſtified by Faith, 
fore he was circumciſed, and the Covenant we are under being 
ſame: gracious Covenant he was under, before this of — 
took Place, therefore we muſt be juſtified by Faitb. 


B 2 Ef ticular 
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ticulan and extraordinary Stipulation with Abrabam a 
his Poſterity and peculiar to them. This appears, 

Firft, From the peculiar Promiſes and Declara- 
tions made in it; ſuch as, that they ſhould be ſe- 
parated from all the reft of the World as Gop's 
peculiar People ; ſhould be as the Sand of the Sea 
for Multityde ; poſſeſs the Land of Canaan, under 
his gracious Protection and Government, as their 
Kixs and their Gop, as long as obedient to him; 
and that the Mtss1Aan, in whom all the Nations of the 
Earth ſhould be bleſſed, ſhould be one of their Nation. 

Secondly. - The Covenant of Circumcifion was a Co- 
venant of Bondage; a Yoke, ſays the Apoſtle, that 
neither wwe nor our Fathers were able to bear; but the 
Covenant of Grace is a Covenant of glorious Liberty 
to all that are under tt. 

Thirdly. The peculiar Promiſes of the Covenant 
of Circumcifion were confined to Abraham and his 
Family, and thoſe incorporated with them ; but the 
Promiſes of the Covenant of Grace, extend to all Be- 
hevers, 'of every Age and Nation. 

Fourthly. The Language of the peculiar Co- 
venant made with Abraham was, do this and thou 
halt live, and dwell in the Land which the Lord thy 
Gop giveth thee, But the Language of the Cove- 
nant of Grace is,—The Juſt Hall live by Faith; by 
Grace are ye ſaved. 

Fifthly. The Covenant of Grace, is an everlafling 
Covenant; but this of Circumciſion merely temporary, 
or for a Time only, and deſigned to anſwer ſome 
particular Ends in the Courſe of divine Providence, 
which are now anſwered ; the Covenant itſelf, there- 
fore, ſet afide, and. Circumcifion, the ſuppoſed Seal 
of it, utterly aboliſhed by divine Authority. And ac- 
cordingly, when Gop n the ſpecial Bleſ— 
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fings of the Covenant of Grace, even to cheſe People 
themſelves, and as it ſhould be adminiſtered in 
the Days of the Meſiab, he ſays, Fer. xxxi. 31. 
Behold, the Days come, ſaith the Loxp, that T will 
make a NEW CovexANT with the Houſe of Iſrael, 
and will write my Law in their Hearts, Sc. And 
from hence the Apoſtle obſerves, Heb. viii. 13. In 
that he faith a New CovenaxT, he hath made the 
firſt Old, Sc. Here then, ſurely, there can be no 
ſolid Ground to build Infant Baptiſm upon. Be- 
cauſe the Infants of Abraham's Poſterity, were in- 
tereſted in this peculiar Covenant, and were cir- 
cumciſed; does it follow, neceſſarily, that the Infants 
of Chriſtian Believers are intereſted in the Covenant 
of Grace, which is quite another Covenant, and muſt 
be baptized ? I can ſee no Connection between the 
two Ideas. And yet thus you Reaſon. But you 
are alſo, 

© Secondly, To prove that Baptiſm ſtands not in the 

Room of Circumciſion formerly, as 4 Seal of Intereſt 
in the Covenant of Grace, and therefore to be applied 
to the Infant Offspring of believing Chriſtians. 
But obſerve, 

Firft, Circumciſion itſelf is no where called the 
Seal of Intereſt in the Covenant of Grace, nor uſed as 
ſuch, but was peculiar to the particular Covenant 
with Abraham and his Family, and thoſe incor- 
porated with them, and them only ; accordingly 
none of the believing Patriarchs, befides Abraham, 
were ordered to be circumciſed. No, not even 
righteous Lot, Abraham's near Kinſman. But Bap- 
tiſm is to be adminiſtered to all that profeſs Faith in 
CarisT, and Obedience to his Goſpel. Nor is 
Baptiſm any where in the Bible called a Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace. We read of Believers being 

B 3 ſealed 
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ſealed with the Holy Spirit, N i. 13, but never 
with Baptiſm. 
Secondly, Circumciſion was rather a family, . or 
litical Affair, than a religious Rite; and therefore 
performed by the Prince, or the Parent, or their 
Deputy * ; not by the Prieſt as ſuch : But Baptiſm 


is a Rite purely Religious ; and (uſually) performed 
by ſome Officer in the Church, 


Thirdly, If Circumciſion ſealed an Intereſt in 
the Covenant of Grace, as you ſay, what Occaſion 
was there to baptize ſuch as had been circumciſed ? 
Were two Seals neceſſary to. the ſame Covenant ? 
Or, rather, does it not ſhew, that Circumciſion 
and Baptiſm, belong reſpectively to two very 
different Covenants ? 

Fourthly, Circumciſion was a Yoke of Bondage 
obliging to an intire Obſervance: of the Law of 
Mojes ; Baptiſm a Token of full Deliverance from it, 
Fiſthy, Circumcifion was a Wall of Separation 
between Few and Gentile ; - Baptiſm a Sign, of its 
being broken down, Is it likely then that theſe, 
ſo widely different Ordinances, ſhould be Seals of 
Intereſt in the ſame Covenant, and the one ſtand i in 
the room of the other? | 

Sixthly, But let the Agreement between Baptiſm 
and Circumciſion be juſt what you pleaſe, there is 
this eſfential Difference ſtill between them intirely 
deſtructive of your whole Argument; that is to 
ſay, That Circumciſion was expreſsly appointed by 
Gop himſelf, to be applied to Infants in Abraham's 
Covenant; whereas there is no. ſuch Appointment re- 


fpefing Baptiſm. In ſhort, there is nothing that ! 


* See” Gen. xvii.” 23. Joh. v. 2, 3, Ec. Vitring. Sacr. 
Obſer. p. 397.400. Witſ. Econ. Fad. I. iv. c. viii. ſect. xiii, 
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can find in the Bible, that gives the leaſt Counte 
nance to the Idea of Bapti/m's ſtanding i in the Place 
of Circumciſion as a Seal of Intereſt in the Covenant 
of Grace“. Your Argument, therefore, ſet in its 
juſt Light, and expreſſed in plain Words, ſeems to 
me to ſtand thus: 

The Poſterity of Abraham egcumaled theit In- 
fant Offspring by the expreſs Command of Gov ; 
therefore Chriſtian Believers ought to baptize theirs 
without any Command from Gop at all! What kind 
of Logic is this! Were I to affert, that becauſe 
the Infant Seed of Abraham had a Right to poſſeſs 
the Land of Canaan, therefore the Infant Offspring 
of Chriſtian -Belieyers, being in the ſame Covenant, 
have a Right to poſſeſs the Land of Canaan; would 
not this be as good Reaſoning as yours? But 
here you refer us to Col. ii. 11. 1 the Apoſtle 
happens to mention Circumciſion and Baptiſm nearly 
together; or, as you expreſs it, compares them 
together. But mentioning, or even comparing two 
Things together, does not prove them alike, or 
that one may ſupply the Place of the other. Nor 
does the Apoſtle compare Baptiſm and Circumcifion 
together here; or ſay any Thing of the former as 
ſanding in the Place of the latter. The Compariſon 
lies between the Circymcafion of the Fleſh and that 
of the Heart, He tells the Coloftans, that they 
are complete in Car1sT ; being circumciſed, that is, 
renewed and ſanctified in their Hearts, by a Cir- 
cumciſion made without Hands, i. e. by the gracious 
Power of his Doctrine and Spirit. Here then, it 
is evident, the Compariſon lies between the Circum- 
ciſion in the Fleſh, made with Hands, and the Cir- 
* Circumciſion is called the Seal of Abraham's Faith, but Bap- 


tiſm js no where in the Bible called the Seal of any one's Faith. 
B 4 cumci ſion 
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cumciſion or Sonflifcation of the Heart, made with- 
out Hands; and not between Circumciſion and 
Baptiſm, for Baptiſm is not done without Hands; 
and thus the Apoſtle argues, that they are complete 
in Cagisr, and ſtand in no Need of the Law of 
Circumęiſion; ; and then obſerves, all this is ſet 
forth in a lively and ſtriking Light, and ſtrongly 
ſignified by their being baptized into CHRISTͤHJ; for 
q. d. you thereby moſt expreſſiy declare, that 
„you conſider Circumciſion, and the whole Ritual 
« of Moſes, as DEAD AND BURIED with CHRIST.“ 
his every unprejudiced Reader of Underſtanding 
will perceive to be the Apoſtle's Meaning, by con- 
ſidering the Whole together. Here then is nothing 
tending to prove that Baptiſm ſtands now in the 
Room of Circumciſion, but juſt the contrary; and 
that Chriſtian Baptiſm denotes the entire Abolition of 
Circumcifion, and the Covenant, or Law to which it 
was annexed ; and, conſequently, that Baptiſm de- 
pends upon, and belongs to an entirely new Diſ- 
penſation, or Conſtitution of Things, wherein In- 
fants are not ſo much as once mentioned as the 
Subjects of it. 
Thus, in my Judgment, you fail in your demon- 
ſtrating Infant-Baptiſm to be a Scriptural Service, by 
not proving that the Covenant of Circumciſion, 
and the Chriſtian Covenant, are the ſame Covenant 
of Grace; and that Baptiſm ſtands now in the 
Room of Circumciſion ; and yet theſe are, what you 
call, trong Grounds, and Chains of Proof, in Page 19. 
You, indeed, in that Page aſſert, That Gop's 
Covenant Promiſe is ftill the sAuk, including 
£ Behevers. and their Seed— That Baptiſm ſeals the 
. * ſame Promiſe now, as Circumciſion did formerly.” 
F That the Privileges of this Covenant Relatiop 
* have 
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cc have never been repealed.” And elſewhere to 
the ſame Purpoſe. But Aſertion, my dear Sir, is 
one Thing and Proof another. And nothing can 
well be more evident than that the Ferwiſh Covenant 
of Circumciſion, on which your Aſſertion depends, 
and the Covenant of Grace we are under, are as dif- 
ferent as any two Things can well be.. 

Befides all this, the Uncertainty of your Idea of 
this Covenant of yours, and of the Manner of 
coming at an Intereſt in it, renders your whole Ar- 
ole at beſt, very dark and inconcluſive. =: 

Firſt, Do you mean by it the Covenant of Grace 
ni Aly, and wnconditionally taken; or, as abſolutely - 
inſuring Grace and Glory to all the Elect, and to 
THEM ONLY, according to the common Calviniſtical 
Notion of it? If ſo, then Baptiſm ſhould be admi- 
niſtered ONLY to the ele&t Number; and which 
they are you ought to know before you apply the 
Baptifmal Seal, or elſe apply it at Random; and too 
often to ſuch as have no Right to it. 
© Secondly, Or do you mean the Covenant of Grace 
conditionally taken, viz. as requiring Faith and Re- 
pentance? Then you cannot conſiſtently apply the 
Seal of Intereſt to any but ſuch as profeſs Repentance 
and Faith ; which Infants are not capable of. 
va birdy, But if you mean only the outward Diſ- 
penſation of the Covenant of Grace, which extends 
to ALL Mankind, at leaſt where the Goſpel is 
preached; then you ſhould apply your Seal of 
Baptiſm ro ALL the Infants offered to you for the 
Purpoſe, whether their Parents are real Believers 
or not, if they ſay they are Chriſtians, though ever 
* debauched and wicked in their Lives “; yea, 

This is che Practice of the Clergy of the eſtabliſhed Church, 
in which they are far more conſiſtent than diſſenting Peedobaptiſts. 

the 
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the Infants of Heathens, provided they would 
ſuffer them to enjoy a Chriſtian Education. But 
this, as a Calviniſt, you cannot do; and, indeed, 
throughout your whole Diſeourſe you appear to 
conſine your Idea of that Covenant Intereſt which 
gives a Right to Baptiſm, to the Infants of ſerious 
believing Parents ox. Vet what Degree of the 
Naxents Faith is neceſſary to intereſt the Child in 
this Covenant, and what the particular Bleſſings 
conveyed by it, and ſealed by Baptiſm are, I have 
never yet been able to learn. For ſome of our 
Peedobaptiſt Brethren ſay one Thing, ſome ano- 
ther. The Sum, however, ſeems to be this, That 


there are certain Covenant Promiſes, which God has 


made to Believers and their Offspring, in which 
they are bath intereſted; that theſe Promiſes con- 
vey ſpecial ſaving Grace to the Elect; and common 
Grace, i. e. ſuch as is common to Gop's vifible 
Church, to others; and that this reſpective Grace 
is ſealed to them reſpectively by Baptiſn. But, in 
order) to make this out, We muſt return to the 
Covenant of Circumciſion made with Abraham, and 
its / ſyppaſed Seal, which, after all, does not, as I 
hayerſhewn, appear to be the Covenant of Grace 
command to all Believers, but a peculiar Stipulation ; 
and this Conſideration itſelf is ſufficient to deſtroy 
the Whole Force of the Reaſoning. And then, 
the Idea of: Baptiſm's being inſtituted as a Seal to 
the Covenant of Grace, is not agreeable to the 
Scripture Account of it, and therefore we reject it. 
Baptiſm is daubtleſs a Mean of Grace to the Sub- 
jets of t, o far as die are led by it to exerciſe 
their Faith inla once daad and buried, but now riſer 
Saview,. for: the Remiſſion of their Sins, and as a 


— to him, and Obligations 
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of walking in Newneſs of Life. And ſo. far, but 


no farther, the Grace promiſed in the New Cove- 
nant may be expected. Without Faith it is im- 
poſſible to pieaſꝰ God, nor will even the Mord Profit, 
but as it is mixed with © ALTH, in them that hear it. 
But, of the Parent's Faith, as conveying Grace, 
or giving a Right to Baptiſm, we read nothing in 
the Bible; and whatever Promiſes God has made 
in the Covenant of Grace to Believers, and how 
far ſoever their Seed may be intereſted in them, 
the Accompliſhment of them does not depend 
upon their, putting any Seal to them | 2vitbout His 
Appointment ; but upon His ozwn unchanging Truth 
and Faithfulneſs, and the Scaling of bis bleſſed Spirit 
in their Hearts. All, therefore, that is ſaid about 
the Privileges of Believers and their Seed in the 
Seriptures is admitted; and, that theſe Privileges 
are not contracted, but eularged under the Chriſtian 
Diſpenſation. But we ſtill cannot ſee that this 
gives the Infant Offspring of Chriſtian Believers a 
Right to Baptiſm, - 2vithout' tbe expreſs Appoititment of 
Cukisr. We are under ia New Diſpenſation, 
wherein ad Things are done any, and all Tings be- 
come New ; we ſhould, therefore, naturally expect 
to hear of Næto Inſtitutions and Appointments 
ſuited to them, by an expreſs. Lom of Chriſt; and 
not be left to draw i it out of an old uboliſbed Diſpen- 
ſation, by our on uncertain Reaſonings. In a 
Word, is it likely, that the All-wiſe Lawgiver in 
the Church ſhould leave one, out of two, of the 
diſtinguiſhing Ordinances of his Goſpel to be 
gueſſed at, or derived from a Set of ſuppoſitious 
Premiſes, by a Train of puzzling Arguments, and 
fallible Reaſoning where we are liable to miſtake 
in * Step? Is it not more rational to ſuppoſe 


he 
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he would appoint all poſitive Inſtitutions in clear and 
- expreſs Language, ſuch as the weakeſt honeſt 
_ . Chriſtian might underſtand ? He did fo in the Caſe 
of  Circumcifion under the darker Diſpenſation, 
ſurely then he would do the ſame in reſpect of 
Baptiſm under the brighter. But you tell us, (page 
19.) “ That we have a Command for Baptizing in 
the New Teſtament“ — What! for baptizing In- 
fants! Then our Diſpute is over, and I am a 
Convert to Pœdobaptiſm. But upon Enquiry, I 
find you have produced no ſuch Command; and, 
indeed, you yourſelf fink this New Teſtament Com- 
mand, at laſt, to a clear Scriptural Conſequence ONLY ; 
which however clear I am not able to diſcover. I 
know it has been ſaid, that when our Lord ſays, 
Go teach. all Nations, baptizing them, &c. if he had 
ſaid, cirtumciſiig them, . the Diſciples would have under- 
flood Infants as included. —It is, I allow, very poffi- 
ble they might, had he not aboliſhed the Old 
Covenant of Circumcifion ; but as he did aboliſh it, 
-and opened a Diſpenſation entirely new, in its 
whole Form, they could not draw ſuch an Infer- 
ence, but would naturally expect his poſitive 
Orders about the Subjects of Baptiſm, which he 
really did give them, by telling them they ſhould 
baptize ſuch as were taught and BELIEVED. But 
(p. 20.) you tell us there is 1 Need of a Command 
% in this Caſe.” No Need of a Command in a 
Matter of mere pofitive Inflitution! How ſhall we 
know. our Duty then? You fay the very Command 70 
baptize, means it ſhould be extended to Infants. This 
will not do, my good Sir, you muſt turn us ta 
| Scripture Authority for thus extending the Com- 
. or we cannot believe . 


* 


Again, 


6 
Again, you tell us, “it is exceſſively unreaſon- 
cc able in us to deny Scriptural Conſequences, as 
C ſufficient Proofs for Infant Baptiſm, who are ſo 
c ſtrenuous in pleading for the Mode of Immer- 
« ſion from Scriptural, Deductions far leſs clear 
« and deciſive. I am aſtoniſhed you ſhould talk 
in this Manner! You know, that we do not lay 
the Weight of our Plea for Immerſion upon Strip- 
tural Deduttions, but upon expreſs Scriptural Aſer- 
tions: We admit them, indeed, when clear and 
unembarraſſed, though not in Points of poſiti ve 
Inſtitution. Vou might as well ſay, that Immerſion 
is ſprinkling as that Baptiſm is ſo. When the 
Evangeliſt ſays, that CarisT was baptized of Jobn 
in Fordan, what Word could he have uſed more ex- 
preſſive of Immerſion, than the Word gare, 
which you know means to dip or immerſe ?* You 
will ſay it fignifies Waſhing.” I grant it; but fach 4 
Waſhing as naturally and neceſſarily implies In- 
mer ſion; yon ſay ſprinkling; but aſk yeur Maid 
Servant, "whether ſprinkling. your Linen be the 
ſame Thing as Waſhing it“? We have, indeed, 
lately had ſome daring Geniuſes, ſuch as your 
friend My. Addington, late of 'Harborough, and our 
Friend Pentycroſs, now of Wallingford, who venture 
to afſert, that Chriſtian ' Baptiſm” was always per- 
formed by Sprinkling ; by Humer ſion never. Though 
Muitucke of the moſt n and pious amongſt 


* As for the Obſervation, of the Lord's Day; which-is the 
other Inſtance you produce of our depending on Scriptural De- 
ductions; it is enough to ſay, that we have an expreſs Command 
to keep holy ons Day in ſeven; and the Apoſtolic Practice, 

ed on that glorious Fact the Reſurrection of Curtsr, for 

the Obſervance of the fir? Day. You can produce no ſuch 

Evidence for Infant Sprinkling. | . 
t 
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the Predobaptiſts themſelves, both of tHe eſtabliſn- 
ed Church and. Diſſenters, allo that Immerſion 
was the Primitive Mode. Accordingly; this is 
known! to be the Practice of the Greek Church to 
this Day; and the Rubrid of the Church of Eng- 
land fays, „ the Prisſt ſhall diſereetly dip the Child. 
Va, even Dr. Wall himſelf; ©Biſhop' Burnett, and 
many others of the 'Eſtabliſhed Clergy, lament the 


Prevalence of the Mode of Sprinkling in their 


Church. With ſuch Evidence as this before you, 
how could you fay, that we depend on Sriptural 
Deductiaus for our Practice of Immerſion? The 
original Word, and: every Circumſtance in the 
eee of Baptiſm, demouſttates the 
COntrarys add 21 bioo2> 31: 
What you/ ſay! (p. 20) W — 
Gop S fre- born Subject, depriving rbent of the Privi- 


them Baptiſm, is alb grounded upon your miſtaken 
Notion of the Covenants, confounding the Idea 
of; the Covenant of Grace itſelf, with that of Cir- 
cumeiſton ;; for yon ſuppoſe the Covenant of Cir- 
cumeißen gives the People of Gon greater Liber- 
ty, and inveſts them with larger Privileges, _ 


| the Covenant of Grace itſelf, and as it belongs to 


all Believers. in generalg whereas, the Scripture 1 
preſents: it as a Covenant of Bondage *, laying the 
peculiar: Subjects of it, the Abrahamic Church, 
under peculiar and painful, though falutary and 
gracious Reſtraints, and Obſervances, till the De- 


Aver ſhould come out of Zion. He is now come, and 


ſer. thoſe Subjects: themſelves, as well as the Gen- 
tiles believing in Him, intirely free from that 
_ bringing them into the glorious Liberty of the; 


* Acts xy. 10. 
— 
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Children of God, the Franchiſes of which our un- 
baptized- Children enjoy, as the uncircumciſed 
Children of the believing Patriarchs befote Abra- 
ham did, and as fully as yours, who are ſprinkled, 
now do; and, indeed, more fullyj: more agreeable 
to the Nature of that Liberty wherewith Cukrsr has 
made us free ; for you, as the Jes did, endeavour 
to put a Yoke upon the Necks) of your Children, 
z26ithout their Will and Conſent; We leave ours to 
chuſe for themſelves, and (as our Lord exhorts) 
take His Yoke upon them as their oπ]Zn Act and Deed, 
and ſo: become is (willing) People in the Day of His 
Porter. Where then lies the Guilt of this Diſ- 
franc hiſement your ſpeak of? On us Who leave our 
Children in the full Poſſeſſion of alt the Diberty 
the Covenant of Grace gives them Or on you, 
who, as far as you can, bring your Children under 
the Bondage of the Covenant of Circumeiſionꝰ 
This Remark will ſerve for an Anſwer to ar y 
ſay (p. 21) about our throwing Infants out f the . 
venant, exclulling them from its Bleſſings Kc &. Ig 
therefore, only add, That if the Want of Circum- 
cifion did nor exclude the Seed of the Beliex 
Patriarchs from the Bleſſings of the Covenant of 
Grace; how can the Want'of Baptiſm'exchude ours; 
to whom Baptiſm no, is no more a Divine Ordi- 
nance, than Circumciſion was then to them? But the 
Cafe is, while you are reaſoning! about the Rights 
and Privileges of the Covenant of. Grave, you are 
aftually drawing all your: Arguments and Conclu-- 
ſions from that of: Circumciſion, and the Jewiſli 
Church State, with which We and our Infants: 
have nothing}! tb» do; the great Lawgiver himſelf 
having brought in and paſſed the hill of Rxelaſon 
here. And, indred, through the Whole you ſeem 

5 * to 
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to forget one material Point, viz. That Circum- 
cifion was erpreſiiy commanded; Baptiſm not. Tho' 
(p. az) you tell us, „That the Silence of the 
New. Teſtament, as to an expreſs Command for 
t, Infant Baptiſm, is far from an Argument a- 

« gainſt it. Then I would ſay, there is no Argu- | 
ment againſt the Ctoſs in Baptiſm, or the Uſe of 
Oil, Spittle, &c. &c. And yet, I dare ſay, you 
think this Silence a very ſufficient Argument againſt 
thoſe; human Inventions, though . hop. * 
very early in the Church. r voce 

As to little Children (p. 25) being brought to: 
Cgxsr,! and his ſaying of ſuch! is the Kingdom of- 
Heaven; ſuppoſing the Word (rwilay ſuch) to 
mean Tyfants ;' T readily grant that there are ſuch 


even in the Kingdom of Glory, and many that 


were never baptized. However, ere is nothing 
ſaid about their Baptiſm. And as for our Lory's: 
bleſſing them, we endeavour to follow his Ex- 
ample, by devoting our Children to God, im- 
ploring his Mercy for them, and doing every 
Thing you do, except ſprinkling. them in the: 
Face, in the Name of the Sacred Three, for which 
we can find neither Command, Stone; or eech 
Scriptural. Conſequence: in our Bibles. 

Lou talk alſo of -Gop's Covenant. (Mercy) wks: 
only _—_ through which his Mercy flows. Por my 
Part, I know of no Mercy of Gop, that is not 
Covenant Mercy. But then my Ideas of this Co- 43 
venant are much more enlarged than yours; for 1 
mean the Covenant of Grace in general, and as 
extending its Mercy to ALL dying in Infancy, bap- 
tied or not, even to thoſe born of Heathen Pa- 
rents: But you mean the particular Covenant made 
with Abraham; or, if the Covenant of Grace, yet 
'0? you 
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you confine the Mercy of it to Believers tad their 
| Offpring oNLY ; leaving the Millions dying 1 in In- 
faney amongſt" the reſt of the World, without any 
Mercy at all; Fewel for agen, Burvings. An 
Idea, how ſhocking to Humanity! how diſhonour- 
able to the divine Perfections! And yet, fo far as 
I can ſee, the neceffary Conſequence of our No- 
tions of Covenant Mercy! And even amongſt thoſe 
who confider the Faith of the Parent as intereſting 
the Child in Covenant Mercy, the doubting Chriſtian 
muſt have many a painful Feat about the Truth of 
his Faith, and conſequently of the Reality of his 
Chid's Intereſt, eſpecially if the Child ſhould 
happen to die before Baptiſm; though one would 
think, that the Faith which gives a Right to the 
Seal of the Covenant, would give a Right to the 
Mercy of it. However, I confeſs, if my Child, had 
no better Right to Covenant Mercy than my Fait! 
could give. it, or even Bopttiſen ſelf, 1 fpuld 
deſpair of its Salvation. 11 
You ſay, (p. 26) © That Children have 3 
te Right to Haptiſm upon the profellel Faith of 
* their Parents.“ This is not Scripture Language; 
I do find there, that Believers themſelves, upon Pro- 
feſſion of their Faith, are entitled to Baptiſm ; but 
not à Word of their entitling their ce, Any 
mote thai their Servants,” to it. 
But here Lam reminded of what you % about 
the Baptiſta of Houſeholds (p. 24.) It is to the 
laſt Degree aſtoniſhing, that ſo much Streſs ſhould 
be laid, by our Pœdobaptiſt Brethren, on this Cir- 
curaſtange:; in the Hiſtory of Baptiſm recorded in 
the Scriptures. As, at beſt, it is but mere Sabo. 
ftion® that there were any” Infants in any of the 
Houſeholds mentioned: And that Snppoſition 
C quite 
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quite againſt the Spirit and Circumſtances of the 
Account, itſelf. It is ſaid Cyiſpus and all his Houſe 
believed, "and were \ baptized Acts xviii. 8. The Mord 
zes, it is ſaid, ſpoken to the Failer, and to all 
that were in 1 Houſe, and who. believed. and re- 
joiced (v. 32. The Houſehold of Stephanus, 1 Cor. 
1. 16. 1 Cor. xvi. 15. addicted themſelves to the Mi- 
nifty... Is there, f in theſe Inſtances then, any Thing 
to 40 us to conclude, that there muſt be Infants 
in theſe, Houſeholds? I conteſs I am ſurprized, 
that exen Prejudice 0. ſhould lead any Man to 
conelude ere muſt, Out of Reverence to Com- 
mon Senſe, therefore, were I a Pœdobaptiſt, 1 
would give up this Ground of Argument. Page 
2 Yeu, defire us to conſider Rom. xi. 16, 17, 
19 the "Root being holy, and the Branches holy, &c. 
beds a tr ang. Proof of . Federal Holineſs, and 10 of a 
aptilm'*,, The Word, Holingfs, in Scrip- 
ee TER fignifics only a Separation, or ſetting apart. 
for particular Purpoſes, ſuch, were the Jewiſh Na- 
tion, as a Nation, and ſo they, are, ſtill conſidered 
b the Divine Prov idence, though: ſo many of 
t ein are ejected as not the. Spiritual Seed; but 
Go has Lercy in Reſerve for them as 2 People, and 
they mall be called, and brought to the Acknow- 
led gement of Air And though at preſent the 
Geßeile⸗ are taken into the Chriſtian Church; yet, 
ſays the Apoſtle, let them not be high-minded bur 
fear; ; leſt, ; through, Coo, they be, ed e 


1 i this Place, the "Apo 

every Thing as having a\ Nd: of Holmes in it, that was fer 
apart far any particular Purpoſe;” and eſpecially if ĩt had but the 
err. and ſo far even the Jewiſh Na- 
tion is fill holy, though no longer conſidered as a Part of the 
viſible Charth of CAA. 1 
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though now apparently ſer - apart from thers, as. 
God's peculiar People, &c. The. 1 8 is not 
here difpuring about Baptiſm, or the Right of In- 
fants to it; but about the Difpenſations of Proyi- 
dence to the Jewiſh Nation, and the Mercy yet in 
Store for them; encouraging them to believe in 
Cunisr, and warning the Gentiles againſt too great 
Confidence in their Priwiſeges, ſhewing them tbat 
they are nothing without 4 pet ſever Faith in 
Cnnisr. Again you refer us to 1 2 vil. 14. 
about the unbelleving Huſband being Janftified by 3 
believing Wife, and jo making their ChildFen Joh. 
Here, likewiſe, there is nothing; faid about Bap- 
tiſm, or that this Holineſs, whatever it may be, 
gives a Right to it. And if the Child derives a, 
Right to Baptiſm by this H6linefs" of the Parent, 
why mould not the #nbelieving Parent derive a Right 
to it by the believing one? There is, 1 ed 
think, as much Reaſon for the one as the other . 
The Apoſtle ſays" elſewhere, that ' every Tn 10 
fanRified by the Word of God aud Prayer. Aid' crc, | 
all he appears to mean is, that the atbeavA Pa- 
rent was ſo far ſanctified by the believing, bs was 
neceſſary'for the natural Ends of Marriage, and 10 
as to denominate their Children Cyriſtian Children,” 
and Put them in the Way" of "DEG holy, i. e. de- 
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* — be replied no, the Child could not . iel. 
che unbelieving. Parent could. The Child is conſidered as, Part 
of the Parent, aud 10 neceſſarily included in the Covenant ; the 
unbelieving Parent not ſo. 1 atiſwer; it does not follow that be- 
cauſe the Child could hot act for [itſelf therefore it is ĩutladed in 
the Covenant as a Part of the Parent. For however this may be 
the Caſe in ſome (not all) human Covenants, it does not folly 
It muſt be 10 f in Gop's Covenant; or, admitting it « 

Intereſt can give no Right to Baptiſm (the Uſe" zud Ben kt of 
which implies perſonal Faith) without expreſs Appointment. 
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voted. to £92 \ by. Prayer, and. inſtructed in the 
Chriſtian as might the unbelieving Parent 
alſo, This 15 all that I can — the Apoſtle r means. 
He points out no. Right to Baptiſm: in the one 
Caſe more than in the other ; and encourages the 
Believer: in his or her Endeavours, by the Poſſibi- 
lity of Sue ceſs I bat knoweft thou, O Wife, aube- 
ther, thou "Gat ſave. thy Huſband, : c. No other 
Holineſs, than this could the believing Parent im- 
part to the unbelieving, or to their Children, as I 
can ſee; and, if not, what ee Proof of 
Infant Baptiſm is here? 

As to what you have ſaid (p. 26, 28) of all * 
tiquity, being againſt, us, though faid with, an Air of 
abſolute. Aſfurance (as, it has been by many others) it 
has been refuted again and again, The Puraſt An- 
tiquity, Which! is that of the Apoſtolic Age, is en- 
tirely in our Favour, there being, in all that Time, 
not ong Inſtance to be found, of the Baptiſm of 
Infants. And, indeed, this was, the Caſe for at 
leaſt nearly two Hundred Years. afterwards. All 
the Regcor of Antiquity, after this Period, bear 
5 La wg to the growing Corruptions of the, 

rch, and. to her nquriſhing in her Boſom the 

2 75 Errors and, Superſtitions; and then it is. 
oy we firſt hear of, Infant Baptiſm.,.. If ſuch Anti- 

quity as this be of any Service to your Cauſe, you 
are very welcome to it. Vou hade indeed; re- 
ferred us to Jeet, and Juſtin Martyr, who both 
wrote it the Second. Century ; but in neither of 
theſe; Authors. is there any Thing to. be: found in 
Favour of that Practice, Tren æus uſes the Word 
Infants in the Place referred to, but ſays nothing of 
— e Peaks of lei being re 
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netbed, or born: ggain f Arnie unto Gop *; * 
of their being baptized by:Carrsr or any one elſe. 
Juſtin Martyr, in his Apology, deſeribes the Way 
and Mannet of the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm with 
great Solemnity; and, according to the figurative 
Way of Expreſſion uſual in thoſe Days, calls it 
being regenerated; but ſays not a Word of Infants; 
but on the contrary obſerves, bat the/Minds of theſe 
20h leurut the Things be hud been” ſpeaking of, were: en- 
lightened, aticl ar he ho is enlighrnæd is waſhed, &c, + 
Tertallidh, who lived near the Third Century, men- 
tions Infant Baptiſm; but writes againſt it as an 
Innovation, in his Book, de? Baptiſmo c. v8, and 
elſewhere. His Diſciple, Cyprian, favours Infant 
Baptiſm, indeed; but at the fame Time ſuys, it is 
neceflary. that the Mater be: firſt conſecrated by. the 
Prieſt, and that the baptized ſhould: le aripinted with 
be Oil of Gon, &c. f | The! Teſtimony of this Fa- 
ther is as good in one Caſe as in the other, awd? 
therefore of no Advantage to you. 1 allow thar 
Infant Baptifm, was 78 general in *Cyprian's* 
Time, though then ſo lately introduced; aud no 
Wonder, for the moſt: ſuperſtitious Exrors, when 
they happen to ſuit the vicious hy gn Mans 
Air. I t 01 01975 bn inen 2004 
onna, enim. vrnit per ragten babes waste 
qua per 9. 2 24 un. Deum, igfantes fuerogy, Fuwvenerni 


Wai ad Haren. l. 2 2, C. 39, os par. Ed. c. 32, 54+: 
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The Paituge in his. 56th Queſtion, ee Fend 
Favour, of Infant Baptiſm. will appear uppn Huminationt 
nothing ta the Purpoſe; and, indeed, theſe rs 
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kind, make an amazingly. ſwift Progreſs in a very 
lietle, Time, This accounts for the great Progreſs 
that/Infdot-Baptiſm had made in the Third Cen- 
tury. But, conſidered in this Light, the Plea of 
Antiquity! in ũts Favour appeats to he! 2 24 poor 

one indeed. 111 Je. 
And then as to the be uli of the PraQtice, 
and the aft Numbers you boaſt of, your Imagina- 
tion, ſtimulated by your Prbjutices; hath certainly 
led you beyond the real Truth. For, as already ob- 
ſerved, there is no ſuch Thing as Infant Baptiſm 
mentioned in the Apoſtolic Hiſtory, nor fot two 
Hundred Years after Cunrsr. Thus far then the 
Majorihy, and that the moſt reſpectable ef all, is 
againſt yu. And the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians will 
tell you, that there were always confiderable Numbers, 
in every Age of the Church, after the Introduction 
of,” Infant; Baptiſm, that oppoſed it ſtrenuouſly. 
But, after all, what is this -Boaſt of »Adajority ? It 
was the, Boaft of the Scribes and Phariſces, and the 
main Od of the Jewiſh Nation, againſt Ixsus 
nns and his Diſciples : It was the Boaſt of the 
Whale Heachen World againſt the Chriſtians; the 
Beaſt of the Papiis againſt the Proteſtanti, at the 
Reformation, and even to this Day. This Kind 
A Argument is uſually the iaſt Shift of a baffted 
Piender in a wrong Cauſe, and as ſuch I freely give 
it up to ybu. But you will tell me jour Majority 
conſiſteth of Men of the moſt reſpectable Charac- 
ters, and celebrated for their Learning and Piety, 
and that it would be range indeed, and exctedingly 
barb. 10-fuppofe; that fe © Men" of 'God" ſhould be led 
I Error. I afk, is it any Way ſtrange, 
that fallible Men, ſuch as the bell are, ſince che 
Days of dextraordinary Iuſpiration, ſhould: tniſtake 
u 2 in 
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in Points not eſſential to Salvation, while the pre- 
ſent Darkneſs of the human Mind, and the Influ- 
ence that the Prejudices of Education muſt natu- 
rally have upon it, ' continue ? It would be ſtranger 
if they did not. This teaches. us, to watch care- 
fully againſt thoſe Prejudices; to keep cloſe to the 
Light of Gop's Word, and beware of relying too 
much on our own Reaſonings in Points that de- 
pend entirely upon Divine Revelation. Young 
Men are apt to be dazzled with the Glare of po- 
pular Opinions; and are eaſily perſwaded, that 
what they have been uſed to confider as true, 
muſt neceſſuriiy be ſo; but, if they are open to 
Conviction, longer Life, farther Enquiry, and more 
Experience will lead them to correct many Mi- 
takes; and teach them to adhere to Truth ſelf, ; 
with more Modeſty and Diſtruſt of their own, 
Judgment; eſpecially where they ſee even wiſe and 
good Men differ. I have found it thus. myſelf; 4 
and have been credibly informed, that eminently, 
good and great Man Dr, Warrs, ſometime before 
he died, ſaw his Miſtake on this Subject, and 
owned, "that Tnfant Baptiſm was indeſenſible . And the, 
learned and honeſt Mr. Wuls rox, publickly pro- 

feſſed himſelf a Baptiſt. In a Word, theſe Things; 
teach us to expect different Opinions in Religion: 
to maintain our own with Moderation, and to treat 
all wehen, with true Chriftian Candour and e 
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ys 11 am, ReverexD. Sia, 2 
| - Your fincere Friend, 
And affectionate Brother, 


Abingdon, May 11, ds. 


Db. TURNER. | 
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7 Ciroumtciſion de not merely 2Þdifical, but ati . In- 
Litution, (which isa Queftion) jet it tertainly was peciiiar to tht: | 
Abraham, or Fewaſhe:Charcti, as a particular vA Chareh, 
and yot applicable tei the Church in genetat; conſequently, to make 
Chriſtian Baptiſm to come [properly is the Room of Circumciſion, 
as you ſay it does the Chriſtian Qhureh ought alſo to be Nr io- 
var, and not Congregational, as the Piſſenting Churches amangſt 
es greg and Baptifm adminiſtered tg, all/ the Infante: bern: in it, 
without any Regard to the Sincerity of the Faith, or the Purity, of 
the Morals of the Parents, as Circumgiſiqn was, Aud, indeed, if 
we muſt make the. Fewnfh Church the Model of the Chriſtian, fo 
fax as to et work in the Roqm of Circumciſiqg; I ſee not Why 
e ap, pr ly are gh Phgitiv 
Jer National, ber die 3dmis the Elaftical.Onders of 
Biffiops, Priefts, and Deacons, 2. [the Room of: the, Jewiſh” High 
Prieft, 1 and Levites, . This  yould be more conſiſtent 3 
„ 16, in the Room of the Traditionary Authority of the 
Plats, the Shure wete allowed, to, he, polſeſſed of the Power of 
dterteing Rites and Ceremntes. We ſhould then have ſome, Shadow 
of : 4 Pte for Tafant 2 and even Shrinking, As a  rlaſonable, 
though bot as & Scniptu re 175 your, FR we 
r 16 Con- 
giegttionsbPalebaptift, AG. oa . en Kind 
cf Cher: Te cid this, you muſt either tome over to us, or | 
coſdris'to the! Chiwch of England, whit 35 formed more entirely 
on the Plan of the Fewifp Church than, ; Jays, and hot Infant 


Baptiſm reſteth upon principles much more confilent than yours. 
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